I. Introduction
In recent years, implementing ECtHR judgments has become more and more an issue in Germany. The present article does not deal with implementation of ECtHR judgments in general but concentrates on a particular set of proceedings, namely, "multipolar fundamental rights situations". This term needs further clarification as it is not common to fundamental rights theory. citizens. This is typically so in civil law cases:
In such cases, it is not the State which is alleged having breached an obligation but rather a private individual. The State, through its courts, has to decide the case as a neutral arbiter.
In the following sections, regard will be had to the substantive impact of ECtHR jurisprudence in multipolar fundamental rights situations. Implementing ECtHR judgments in these situations might also have procedural ramifications, in particular where national law allows for the reopening of national court proceedings following a Strasburg judgment, as is the case under German civil procedural law (section 580 para 8 Code of Civil Procedure). This might create problems because the reopening might take effect some ten years or so after the case has been finally decided at the national level.
The legitimate expectations of the civil law party that had won the case might be affected thereby.
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But these questions are of a different nature, compared to the substantive impact which will form the centre of the following considerations. 
II. Multipolar fundamental rights situations under the ECHR

III. The perspective of German constitutional law
As far as the implementation of ECtHR judgments in multipolar fundamental rights situations is concerned, the position of German law has been mainly influenced by the Federal
The Court held as follows: clear to everyone that they wanted to be alone and where, confident of being away from prying eyes, they behaved in a given situation in a manner in which they would not behave in a public place".
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The rest of the claim, however, was dismissed. 
V. Conclusion
The above findings may be summarised as follows:
(1) Multipolar fundamental rights situations do not concern the bipolar State-citizen relationship; by contrast, such situations are characterised by the fact that the fundamental rights of several individuals must be balanced. 
